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My hypothesis for this project is that tjcx^ve was a change 
;titud© toward iiitti^tei i©amfing fseilitie® diarlng the 
In ©riw ^ :0lto»f# hanging race relations. I chose 
a small southern w6M^n*s college where resources were available 
to stu% m tnU^mtion ©as®. Swet teiitr m® tmm^m^ 

A:W^. in the ¥411 of IMiaam Fle^«W Willlm^. Included in 
the educational trust -MM up by the will, were the words that 
iAStitute be for -i^; ^Mml^im of ^'UMite wmmg 
" In 19i3 the cseli^-p. i^^tuted a suit to remove the 
word "white" from the will to allow the college to have an open 
„a4ffl4s.§ioos policy. !Che tue#tiom t»e, m&mtm include i mhr tid 
tt^e .eolleg© dssegragatet and what faculty, student, alumnae, 

community and administrative opinions toward^^ the change in th& 
yiXll towards the desBgEefati^ia «3f the osllege, iy mmBri^ 
the S«i4«3tM twsMcm first, ths mmmw %b -^e first question will 
become evident. In order to better- understand the sequence of 
f jerit.^, I will h©re ixiolcl© m a^reviaited cte^nolo^^ « ifliportaRt 



November 2 196^^^ The Board of Overseers adopted a resolution to 
tn 5^"*^^°" necessarv and appropriate 

to secure a judicial determination m ^ ^i«er we may, 

i': W1??t^mo''^^^ ^l^^ charitable purposes of Indiana F^tcher 

Mlliams. admit qualified persons to Sweet Briar Colleee 

."June ,3, 1965: The Circuit Court of Amherst County ruled that. 
-1) no actual ^^iiroversy th# will of Mrs. Williams 

IL^^ ambiguous and therefore needs no further interpretation! 
oaLinL^^ deviatim doctine, 



imx^ 11, 19651 The Board authorized its attourneys to contest 
and appeal the decieion of the Circuit Court. On the same 
day the college was unable to comply with the "assurance 
„. ai* corapXiance" form to accompany requests for federal aid. 



0pm assures compliance with the Civil Rights Act 
""■mg: fhe college was ou% off from all federal aiii 

It mm un^fele to imMm mmM a eompliance to-m. 

Itj^ril 25, 1966: The college filed a complaint with teit^ 
States District Court for a temporary restraining order to 
restrain the County fo Amherst and the state from enforoing 
the racial restrictions of the will on the grounds that %% 
was in violation of the Fourteenth Amendment* The temporary 
restr^r^ng order was granted. 

I^y 28, 19661 The Board voted to haw an Wir#stricte4 admiaeiofliS 
policy. 

December 2, I9661 The United States District Court decided that 
the college must exhaust all remedies in the state courts 
ifeefore the federal eoiH't ©ouM the mm> 



Rfe.y 29, 196?! The Supreme Court reversed the judgement of the 
District Court aM-sr^emda^ the m^m ^e ©IstMef 0cmft 
for a deeisicm. 

July 17, 19$? fhi Metteict iowt isatttscl a^fef^m^tit restiaiii: 
Oilier f 




^, 1967* Sweet Briar College file the case with the 
mmm 0oi*rt • 





©uring the late mi 11^0*8 the faculty began 

to voice their interest in broadening Sweet Briar by urging the 

i®m4 pwmlimrt'n office three times in I96I with pro- 
to bring Ne^es to Sweet Briar, once to have a Negroe 
come to teach, mm t® sijait MM^an ifa^eats, at^ the 
feef «ndors#^ the aaMsM^ft isf^ Wegt^^ students. 
Although these petitions were not signed bj a majority of the 
faculty, they do iadiGate m ^rjj^mi^ tin^wmi^ in feroa^ei^ing 
oxximm of ths ^©h^ool by In oi^er races. 

^^eulty continued to support the idea of an integrated 
institution, and in April of 1963 mit egitt»tM,^o thirds of the 
fifco^ty signed- a l&iiimt to »##ident Pannell, stating 
thM they were willing to teach Kegroe students.^ This faculty 
pressure, along With Wessurie from a smU. "fetst Woal group of 
lie* the loai^ o# DwreeeriB to tkk© It^ first action 
April, 1963. The Board directed its Executive Committee to 
review certalD provisions of the will of In^iam Fletcher 

amOMt ^ieh m-m ekti^e f«^if*#TOfi%8 and restrictions.' 
^ m«b#f%' &t the faculty signed a petition for 
the integration of the coll'^ge f and latex that mmth i^he fa^tlltt^ 
fp^m^^ ■0:tttr^e€ btoawa ttef hai ^iiot- toea infoa?fiierd that a ■dis- 
cussion ©f tli§ ilfttegration issue was to take place. The pressure 
from the faculty, and a few other considerationi* led to a vote 
*^ poafi(| 0f Overseer® in ^oi?^ffibef* tot 





* - . r 

tiate whatever legal action may be necessary and appropriate 
to secure a judicial determinatiw as t© Aether We m&T, 
ponsi,^tently with the charitable |ma?pose« of Indiana 



fletcher Williams, admit qualified per&ctiS 

0f 1^0? .5 



T)tis was tfeie tiegining of the 
years . 



Briar 
for th^tte 



March of If^^ ^ fe|301:t mi frtl^rad l>:r the FaeiXi% 
Advisory Board concerning fE15ttlf:r ^IwB t©v^rt« ra©ial if^estrio- 

The report, which was approved unanimously, endorsed, 
without i^&ei*vmti0iii» th^ of OT@rseers aotiotts to legally 

determine ^e"thei^ fe'lstr ewM «dffil% ®tiii^e«ts without ra^t-d 

V 

:fe rac^. The faculty was again directly active in the case ^ when 
In IfM* itter «k« to sisR a (i0p©©iti©n 



there wtTQld Be 

irreparable damage or injury to Sweet Briar College, if 
the permanent i n juim^^* " p«t#^j %2r loss of 
competent teachers a:^ ^ the impossibility of giving 
^6 kind of e^gati^i^^ ^perienc^^o^ our^students^that 

si'oi'a ty »^ 



As well as pressuring the admihiBtt*^tt#Bt ws 
supported student opinion. Sweet Briar students were never 
«ti^afel2f a^tiw in s^isf&eatteg tte integjratioB of Sweet Bt*iar# 
4 X9^? p©ll '^Wm ttf the Bweet fciaa? lews imdieated i^at ff pef 
^nt of the students q.ueistioned^believed that all races should 
km^ ©fual M#it0 iti; eSta0m*i0¥if Wi: that feaa.f did "reeaifi- 

campus life."® Xn the same .poll 66 per cent said that they did 
;tiot thi/ftic »at Sw0^t fititt^ wo^id @irer simit Mt^^e stiideats. 

Opinion did not change much during the next de^^de-. 
Smll goup^ su©h as the Y.W.C.A. did mmt but did not do much 

integ^tiaft. Iti if 61 a s8ta(ii» aetive ^oup 



»W«St Briar Btuae»t« pwti*if«-feed in demonstrations against 
Begregat« lunch counters in J.ynchburg.^ These stuclents ««.r« 
oatraci.ed when they retwne* to mmm. *««rts w«r» 

acti^rt aewp^fiaMoa, M they approved of the idea 

m'-bmiMl equality. The admlMstration discouraged any aotio« 
by students to actively tei«« ^mt i»msmmiAm. ^lU th« 




iWSiht opinion change* gjradually during ,1961 and 
There became sm» suj»t im: the fislEeting «f Segregated 
:;*toeh camttra, thgj^ ^^^^1 disapproval for sit-ins. 
In 1963 261* students allied a petition advocating an «»en 
adinis^ipnR BQllcy i^r :iwrtf Briar. fhlB ms. tfte Immrk may, 
■.of support yet by tR# Stwients. 

In 1965 and 1966 the heretofore quu'fct Sweet Briar »:e« 
to support the «a«iti4stra*ie«»:s etforts In eourt, 
editerial in the News advocated desegregation. 

tradition or prejudice. It is not fair to st St" or 
faculty, or even the oause and purpose of education i ?Ln f 
■ ■ ie°BoLd"«^r?^^ financial groSnd^, 'Ihe News 

jrhere never an overwhelming amount of support froi, tha studahlm. 
.fhe wall vaaal ^o«p8 haW %e iiaellght mA t&e rest foilowet 
- «lj fct iwr te the p04«t or forcing the administration to 
their point of view: It was not until Martin, Luther 
pie's assasinati<» Im 1868 that a torge t««,er of gtutonts showed 



.on, 



